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rights. This bill will help law enforce-
ment locate these individuals by pre-
venting them from traveling inter-
nationally so they can be captured and
brought to justice. Most importantly,
this legislation will prevent traitor
Americans from entering the United
States undetected.

Madam Speaker, the French people
held a solidarity rally in honor of the
murdered. It was also a statement of
freedom. Some estimated over 2 mil-
lion attended the rally in Paris. March-
ing arm in arm with French President
Hollande were 40 world leaders, includ-
ing German Chancellor Merkel, Israeli
Prime Minister Netanyahu, and Pales-
tinian President Abbas.

Unfortunately, the United States
President, the Vice President, and the
Secretary of State did not choose to
show up and support this solidarity
meeting. That is unfortunate. The
French are a close ally and our oldest
ally. We have a portrait of the great
Frenchman Lafayette in this very
Chamber across the way from George
Washington.

Freedom is under attack by these
terrorists. They are a threat to civili-
zation, order, and liberty. The United
States should be more outspoken in
our support for the French people and
our opposition to terror. We should
support our allies like the French and
mourn when they mourn and be re-
solved to track terrorists down any-
where in the world where they are.
They are at war with us, Madam
Speaker.

The French Prime Minister said it
best:

We are fighting a war, not a war against
religion, not a war of civilizations, but to de-
fend our values, which are universal. It is a
war against terrorism and radical Islam,
against everything that aims to shatter soli-
darity, liberty, and brotherhood.

And that is just the way it is.

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL
BOONDOGGLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker,
today I once again will speak about
California’s high-speed rail system.

Now, just this last week, they had a
symbolic groundbreaking for this sys-
tem in the context of getting started.
California has been, since 2008, antici-
pating the start of high-speed rail.
What do we have instead? Empty prom-
ises, a lot of waste, and a lot of money
going down the tubes.

What we see is that when the plan
was first put in place, the voters of
California approved a $33 billion link
from Los Angeles to San Francisco.
What they are now being given is some-
thing that has tripled in price. What
they have now been given at this
groundbreaking, which is symbolic,
what you saw was a mound of dirt with
about an 8-foot section of ties and rails
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on that. That is very symbolic for
those doing the groundbreaking, but
also for those of us that will be paying
for it.

What this high-speed rail system will
turn into is several links of rail be-
tween north and south California that
aren’t linked up, that have no way to
power them, and no trains will be run-
ning on them for several years.

So instead of the $33 billion plan that
they saw on the ballot in 2008—which,
by the way, it was on the 2006 ballot
and, before that, on the 2004 ballot, but
those involved knew that they would
have, politically, a hard time selling
that to people in California—it has
ballooned to a $100-billion plan until
they revise it again downwards by tak-
ing away part of the high-speed system
in San Francisco and L.A., where they
will instead be using local transit to
link to the center section that runs
through central California.

That is not even legal under Prop 1A.
What Prop 1A spells out is that it has
to be a high-speed system that will
make it from San Francisco to L.A. or
reverse in 2% hours at speeds of 220
miles per hour. This promise will not
be upheld.

Now, why is this important to a na-
tional audience, to Members of Con-
gress, and to people in other States? It
is because, after the stimulus package
was passed in 2009-2010, some of that
Federal money is going to go for the
high-speed rail system in California.
Indeed, several other States were re-
cipients of those initial grants. After
they looked at their own ideas for
high-speed rail and saw the costs in-
volved and the infeasibility, they
turned that money back into that pot
of money. California, of course, stepped
forward and said: Hey, give us all of
that money. So they have received, at
this point, about $3.5 billion that they
can spend, dollar for dollar, for the
bond money they spend themselves, the
State money.

So what that means for Americans is
that we know Californians will be back
at the Federal well once again trying
to get more money for their high-speed
plan. What we see is that their down-
sized plan will still cost $68 billion.
They only have identified $13 billion
for the whole system. No private sector
money—which is what we were told
when the ballot measure passed—has
stepped forward to be part of this. The
plan is $565 billion short. The Federal
Government, so far, has offered about
3%. Did they think they would get the
other 52 from the Federal Government
since no private sector money wants to
come forward for this? Will they get it
out of the California taxpayers? No-

body knows.
Indeed, the Governor, at the
groundbreaking the other day, said:

Don’t worry about the money; we will
get it. Well, part of their measure has
been to impose a cap-and-trade pro-
gram on the people of California which
so far has generated about $250 million
per year. At that rate, it will be how
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many centuries before they can catch
up and get enough money just to pay
for high-speed rail which cap-and-trade
wasn’t even intended for anyway?

Folks, we have a giant problem here.
High-speed rail in California should not
be the Federal taxpayers’ burden. It
shouldn’t even be the people of Califor-
nia’s burden. They barely passed it by
52-48 percent on that 2008 ballot after
two previous ballot delays. Delay,
delay, delay is what you see with this
system.

So what really needs to happen is the
people of California need to step for-
ward, put this back on the ballot, and
have a vote once again on this. And the
Federal Government doesn’t need to be
giving signals that they are going to
send even more money for this boon-
doggle which has been failed, flawed,
and deceptive since day one.

Madam Speaker, it is a massively
flawed project that leaves taxpayers at
all levels on the hook for many, many
years to come for something that may
not even run in our lifetime. So we, as
Federal legislators, need to put a stop
to any idea—as my colleagues have
been doing—for more money to go for-
ward for high-speed rail. And we need
the people of California to wake up to
that idea and demand that it be placed
back on the ballot, this money go in-
stead for other projects that could be
helpful for their transportation cor-
ridors, for their highway system, and
for the normal mode of rail which can
be made to be enhanced to drive 125
miles per hour, which would be bene-
ficial.

Madam Speaker, we need to get on
the ball and get back to reality on
what high-speed rail will really cost
Californians and the American tax-
payer and urge that it be placed back
on the ballot and give the people that
choice once again.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 22
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at
2 p.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Dear God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

As a parent encourages a child or a
mentor calls forth the hidden potential
of an intern, Lord, our God, may You
bless all who work as the 114th Con-
gress, especially new Members.
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